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I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of PropOS! ~. RuleJ!1aJ<iIl.IJ 'lhF\OOM
"NPRM"), released Jan 24,2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233. l,;F~C~Li~'·M::.::j"..::.;rL..:;,.. -

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the messa!Je. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionaily-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine ren,ewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. ThOse who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate Firs:t Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM. if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice hum those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not tum every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public aocess requirements would do so - l~ven if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids Imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelatioo of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would Intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a Iwo-Iiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselvl~would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Chrlstlan broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as dlo many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. YeI, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broedcasters, by substantially raisirl!~ costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restrictiog main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would forae service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to edopt rules, procedures or policies discussed lIbove.
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I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Propos,"""......'~_~~\lltQOOM
"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in 1\118 Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the messag'e. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force n3velation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programmil1g, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine rene,wal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.
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I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Propose
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Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particulariy a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public aCCl3SS requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs couid face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewai proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposais would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
pUblic interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or poiicies discussed above.
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I submit the foll9,wing commerl1s in response to the Localism Notice of Prop fe~~/,\,.litOOM
"NPRM"), released Jan, 24, 2008, in MB Docket No, 04-233,

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights, A number of
Proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted,

(1)' The FCC must notforce radio stations,especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values, The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates, Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming, The First
Ame~dment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has'
rights to air time, Proposed public accl~ss requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message, The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on a,ny religion,

(3) The FC'C must not force relvelation of speCific editorial decision-making information, The choice
of programming, espetially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices,

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing, The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters, Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings,

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations, Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge, Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices,
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above,
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I subrm the following comnents In response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking M

"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008. in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, poIicie<, or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, i1f enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not fon:E' radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Reigious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of ticense for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programning. The First
Amendment prohibits govemment, im:luding the FCC, from diclaling what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not tum evefY tadio station into a pubtic forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed pubic access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the mess 1ge. The First Amendment forbids imposition ofmessaga detivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC rnusI not foo:e revelation of specific editorial decisiorHnaking information. The choice
of programrring, espec'aIIi: religious programrring, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force repOOing on suctJ things as who produced what programs would intrude on
conslitulionalJy-fJfoteded eDitorial choices.

(4) The FCC rnusI not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from roufi!1e renewal appticalion proc ! illg. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain elas 8es of apJlIicants by the Comnissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
re~giousbroalkasteIs. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the m s 8[g1l5 they
correspond to,their beliefs coukI face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many CIvislian broadt:asters operale on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the eIedrK:ity 1Iowing is ollen a challenge. Yet, the Convnission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaBer IIIlIIkel broadcasters, by substanlially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station in on the air and, (b) by fulther restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacIcs - and curtailed selVice is contrary to the
pubic inlerest.

the FCC not to adopt rules" procedures or poicies discussed above.
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I subrrit the following commenls in response to the Localism Notice of prop<~~r::r-~.i"~~l."·~"'~J~~SO~O~M~
"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233. .

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures mJSt not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, ii' enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force· radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. 1be NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, cornpIainls and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoinls to shape their programrring. 1be First
Amendment prohibils government, including the FCC, from didaling what viewpoinls a broadcaster.
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) 1be FCC must not tum -evIllY radio station inlD a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirernenls would do so - even if a reIgious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. 1be First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any relgicn

(3) 1be FCC mJSt not forcn revelation of specific editorial dedsiorHnaking information. The choice
of programning, espeaaII'f religious progtalTllring, is not propeIIy dictated by any govemment agency - and
proposals to force reporting 011 sud! things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-proleded editorial choices.

(4) 1be FCC must not eslabish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically baned from routine nmewaI appicaIion prot illg. 1be proposed mandatory special re_1
review of certain <I; t t as of apf,ucants by the Coi•••issionen; themselves would amount to ooercion of
religious broad!:asleIs. Those who stay true to their consciences and presellt only the messages they
correspond to.their beIief& could face long, expensive and potentiaJty ruinous_Iproceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the eledridly flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the CO"., '5 1"011 proposes to further
squeeze niche and srnaBer rnalket broadcasters. by substantially raising costs in two WlJlS: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a slation is on the air and, (b) by fUlther restricting RBin studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposaJs would force service cutbaclcs - and curtailed service is contrary to the
pubic interest.

we urge the FCC not to adopI rulel!" procedures or poicies discussed above.
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Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their valuell. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not tum I~very radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who 'ltay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flo\\~ng is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04-233

MAY 0 1 2008

I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of proposeeu:~ia3:~JgJtll!l[R~O~~O~M~
"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choic'
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broaclcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not fon::e radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconst~utional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits govemment, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present

(2) The FCC must not tum every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making infonnation. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any govemment agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constilutionally-proteeted editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stal' true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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MB docket No 04-233, Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed
Rulemaking

4/23/2008

Dear Federal Communicaton Commission,

RECEIVED &INSPECTED

MAY 01 2008

FCC-MAILROOM
I have been listening to K Love Radio station for years, and have enjoyed the wonderful
music and encouraging words for daily life. Life is hard, and K Love adds a positive out
look to my entire day. The music is uplifling and the hosts are encouraging and a good
influence.

The station does not need a advisory boards to tell them what to broadcast. They have
Gods Word and that is what they broadcast. It is a Christian radio station doing a service
for Christian listeners, and any other person that wants to be encouraged and
enlightened. People that do not share Gospel values do not need to be advising them.

Keep free speech free. K Love is a Christian radio station and it should not be
descriminated against because of it. The First Admendment protects the free excercise
of religion, and the government should not allow rules that violate this important
amendment.

Sincerely,
Mary Lee Harnden

3323 South Russell Gulch
Evergreen, CO 80439
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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04-233

MAY 0 1 2008

FCC-MAILROOM
I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Propose

"NPRM"), released Jan 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233
e

Any new FCC rules, policies or pl"Ocedures must not violate First Amendment rights A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. Thl3 NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not tum every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such thin(IS as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face lon9, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requinng
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04-233

RECEIVED &INSPECTED /'

MAY 0 1 2008 ,
I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed RUliA:lOili;iAQ..\lfliiiA.::I~L:.:R~O::O:::::M:::.J

"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, inciuding the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not tum every radio station into a pubiic forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously Objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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445 12th ST. SW
Washington. DC. 20554

Attention: ChiefMedia Bureau
Docket # 04-223

RECEIVED & INSPECTED

MAY 0 1 Z008

FCC-MAILROOM

Christian radio stations on the air in our United States and abroad.
I also request that they continue to have free speech concerning the
gospel ofJesus Christ. TruthfhHy, you moo one else call or win
make it here or in eternity without Jesus Christ. I also request that
there be no tampering with Christian programming at alL
Personally, I am a K-Love radio supporter and I am encouraged
daily by the message ofhope and peace t.hroug.~ the songs and
encouragement they give. 1 am truly thankful for a radio station
such as this that 1can tune in with my Grand-Daughter and family
and not have to hear cursing in the songs or a.qy suggestive
fnngu'ac;e that .....a" i'nf'f"",nce h",.. 0" .....,l f'nn~H" in a negntive Wfr":I.-CW'i . S \.-:1.:1: :l.cI.:L - J :I. 01.-1-......""' • .: 1.:1.""'. :I. :I.:I.:l.J :I.-u..i:l.:I.:I.:l.J 1. 1.:i Ui.:I. - -J.

Thank You
Vicky Rabon



II

&INsPEGTE~

MAY 0 1 2008 I
FCC-MAILROOM I

I



II

; ~..~7~~oJkN
;;I~jJ'it¥~-A ~ ~~ /?U)~

0/, aJ-11.;oii~ IY~Vf'
. I r

i()·.'ct~:.~~lt:e ./U~ tk~ ~7ltXl;;7Yl
.~ ~1 &-nrM:Z?7UVJ/i~ 5~. dI tlLf/2£
io (). _/1~.vndgui:td,nd:rz;P ~ ~/- 47if,

77l~7/d~/YL

I



RECEIVED &INSPECTED

MAY 01 2008
Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04-233 FCC.MAILROOM

I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (the
"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editoriai decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.

.I
/.. ///)
G XI !1rlt/r/J f)r1 or'f--'

Signature

4/5 hi lsi Ave. f1u.fJu'.tSOJI\. U.
Address

Name
{p ZO (qv-,q 1256

Phone

Title (if any)

Organization (if any)

11 -



Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04-233

RECEIVED & INSPECTED

MAY 0 1 2008

I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Pro "~&Mlt8tl!ROOM
"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a pUblic forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04-233

RECENED &INsPfC7f

MAY 01 2008

I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed ,-_",~~rT~UN:::.~L:R~O~O~'~':"0
"NPRM"), released Jan 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233. IV

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposalS would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to..adopt rUles, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04-233

RECEIVED & INSPECTED;'

MAY 0 1 2008 /

I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rul ~4!NJAILROOM
"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

._~

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious brqi'dcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, I:omplaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incomp.ible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by th~ Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay truelto their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, ekpensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
pubiic interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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